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PATENT 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


In re Application of 

WALLACE FRANKLIN BANACH 

Appl.No.: 10/092,294 

FUed: Maitdi7,2002 

For: WEIGHT FOR DRINKING 
APPARATUS 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 1 3-1450 
Sir: 


Examiner: Ganey 
Group Art Unit: 3752 
Atty.Dkt,No.: 2494.140 


SEP 1 5 2004 


This Response is in answer to the Office Action dated June 1 2004. 


REMARKS 


As an initial matter. Applicant expresses his sincere gratitude to Examiner Ganey 
for the kind removal of the subject restriction requirement. The Examiner^s consideration 
of the patentability of all claims is appreciated. 

In the subject Office Action, the Examiner has rejected claims one through eight 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first and second paragn^)hs, for failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement, failing to comply with written description requirement, and for 
being indefmite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
of Applicants invention. Furthermore, the Examiner has rejected claims one and two as 
anticipated by Sasaki under 35 USC I02(b)^ For the reasons which follow, 
reconsideration of the subject rejections is respectfiiily requested. 

On page nine of the subject application. Applicant describes a weight having a 
passage which is asymmetrical along at least a portion of its length. In further describing 
such a weight. Applicant states that, for example, the diameter of the passage is 
constricted an at least one area and in certain embodiments, the constriction in the passage 
resembles an oval in shape. It also» of course* states that other shapes may be employed. 
Then, using terms contained in the specification, Applicant, in claims one and two of the 
application, claims a weight having a passage wherein a portion of the passage has an 
asynmietrical circumference. 
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